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Task Force Meeting #1 Notes 
Prepared by Brad Scheib 

The following are general notes from the first meeting of the Greenfield Comprehensive Plan Working 
Group. The meeting was held on March 2, 2017 at Riverwood Covenant Church. 

In attendance were the following:  

Berg, Al 
Wittnebel, Anne 
Mastel, Brian (Parks Commission) 
Smith, Cathy 
Erickson, Del 
Alholinna, Jared 
Taylor, Kyle 
Sather, LeAnn 
Tusler, Lon 
Rothbauer, Michael 
Davis, Shawn 
Winter, Laurence 
Harff, Loren (Planning Commission) 
Jonson, Brad (Mayor) 
Staff: Margaret Webb and Brad Scheib (consultant) 
 
Unable to attend were: 
  
Kobbe, Greg 
Cook, Tom (Council) 
 
The purpose of the meeting was to serve as kick off to the process and an orientation to comprehensive 
planning. The agenda included the following discussion items: 
 

• Introductions 
• Role & Responsibilities of Working Group 
• What is a Comprehensive Plan? (including role of Met Council and required elements) 
• Process & Approach 
• Existing Plan Overview 
• Existing Conditions (brief summary) 
• Public Workshop Overview and stakeholder identification 

 
As part of the introductions to the meeting, participants were asked the following three questions. 
Results of those questions are bulleted after the question. 
 
1. List three most significant reasons why you and your family enjoy living in greenfield? 

– Why did you move here? 
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– Why do you stay here?  

– How do you describe Greenfield when bragging about where you live? 

RESPONSES 

• Country living 
• Great neighbors  
• Lots of space 
• Wanted to move west 
• Schools 
• Rural Nature 
• Friends we’ve made 
• Country living with access to all Big City has to offer 
• Privacy 
• Inertia 
• Bucolic 
• Acreage greenspace 
• Quiet starry nights 
• Space – can have a house and a shop 
• Quiet 
• Still close to town 
• Rural atmosphere 
• Beautiful scenery 
• Jewel of Hennepin County 
• Small town sense of community 
• Wanted more land - space 
• Smaller class size at school equals more opportunity 
• Great community neighbors 
• West of maple grove 
• Rural character 
• Living on a farm 
• Rural feeling 
• Good people neighbors 
• Quiet 
• Rural 
• Conservative 
• Acreage 
• Living on a farm 
• Neighbors far apart 
• Acreage lot available 
• Quiet 
• 30 minutes from Minneapolis 
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• Kids love the schools 
• Close Commute 
• Quiet 
• Space 
• Affordable 
• Job in City 
• Wanted Rural 
• Bang for buck 
• Car Space 
• Quiet 
• Secluded 
• Rural 
• Peaceful 

2. List three “changes” that you think would have the potential to improve the quality of life you 
currently enjoy/desire? 

– Emerging trends 

– Innovations  

– Wants/desires 

RESPONSES 

• Not enough revenue 
• High Density Housing offset taxes 
• More industry 
• A good compromise that everyone can live with 
• Development pressure needs to be planned. High and Low Density located where 

they make sense 
• Low tax base (reduce property taxes) 
• Tax flow and a ????  keeps low population 
• Residents willing to give easements for Trails 
• Non progressive for new development 
• Instead of saying no – that wont work – say lets see if we can find a way to make 

that work. 
 

3. What are the barriers that might prevent Greenfield form achieving its desired vision (whatever that 
vision might be)? 

– Money can’t buy everything – so if you say money, you need to be more specific. 

RESPONSES 
• High taxes 
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• The river 
• Lower population 
• Required buy in from utility companies 
• Tax base 
• Public resistance 
• Tax $ allocation 
• NIMBY 
• Lack of unity on vision 
• Metropolitan Council overreach  
• Highway 55 only 2 lanes 
• Density too low to attract businesses and restaurants 
• Metropolitan Council 
• Taxes  
• Over development 
• Community agreement 
• Trying too many things at one time 

A PowerPoint presentation was presented to review the remaining items on the agenda. This 
presentation will be made available on the project web site. The final time on the agenda included a 
discussion of potential stakeholders and groups that could be engaged or used to make sure all 
Greenfield residents, landowners, workers, or employers are invited to participate in the process. 
The following is a list of potential stakeholders: 

• Churches (Salem Lutheran Church, Riverwood Covenant Church) 
• Farmers 
• Next Door (on-line news group with roughly 2000 participants) 
• “Its Just Coffee” group 
• Chamber of Commerce 
• 1000 Hearts 
• Cub Scouts/Girl Scouts 
• National Night Out 
• City Web Site 
• Crow Rivers news 
• PTA – Schools (all three districts) – Community Ed 
• Housing Associations 
• Running/Biking Groups 
• Businesses (Archway/Skybridge, McCormick, Retail stores/shops) 
• Others??? 

The next meeting will be April 6 and will focus on an overview of existing conditions and plan for first 
phase of community engagement.  
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